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Mr  Syme  to  the  Editor  of  the  Monthly  Journal,  8fc. 

Sir, — Having  happened  to  notice  in  a  weekly  medical  journal  an  old  calumny 
respecting  my  appointment  to  the  chair  of  Clinical  Surgery,  revived  in  very  offen¬ 
sive  terms  by  Dr  Lewins  of  Tiverton,  formerly  of  Leith,  I  deemed  it  proper  to 
send  a  statement  in  reply  to  the  Medical  Gazette,  as  a  respectable  medium  of 
communication.  At  the  same  time,  I  wrote  to  Mr  Liston,  authorising  him  to 
see  this  statement,  with  the  view  of  suppressing  any  part  of  it  that  might 
be  disagreeable  to  him,  provided  the  imputation  of  having  obtained  my  ap¬ 
pointment  by  dishonourable  means  were  effectually  silenced.  To  this  offer 
Mr  Liston  replied : — 

Dear  Syme, — It  so  happens  that  I  do  not  know  the  editor;  and  if  I  did,  I 
would  not  interfere  with  your  lucubrations.  How  was  it,  if  not  by  purchase, 
that  you  obtained  the  chair  of  Clinical  Surgery  ? 

Faithfully, 

Nov.  8,  1845.  (Signed)  Robert  Liston. 

The  statement,  therefore,  appeared  as,  foIlowSj >5y  ithou t  any  alteration : — 

To  the  Editor  of  the  Medical  Gazette. 

Sir, — Not  being  in  the  habit  of  reading  :tlie  Iffddical  Times,  I  only  to-day 
happened  to  notice  the  following  passage  in  that,  pgper,  published  on  the  23d  of 
August  last :  44  Too  true  it  is  that,  as  lias  been  jsheid  by  O.  P.  Q,.  in  reference  to 
the  appointment  of  professors  in  general,  there  were  circumstances  connected 
with  the  nomination  to  the  chair  Mr  Syme  occupies  calculated  not  only  to  wither 
the  young  and  ardent  mind,  but  to  annihilate  the  hopes,  and  to  sicken  the  hearts, 
of  some  who  had  long  laboured  in  the  field  of  medical  science.  The  late  Mr 
Russell,  who  had  filled  the  chair  of  Clinical  Surgery  for  thirty  years,  was 
allowed  to  dispose  of  it!  He  made  it  a  matter  of  ‘attorneyship;’  and,  after 
much  wretched  intriguing,  on  his  part  at  least,  Mr  Syme  paid  the  price  de¬ 
manded — report  said,  an  exorbitant  one.  Such  was  the  inglorious  manner  he 
got  possession  of  his  chair.  The  transaction  referred,  to  was,  doubtless,  a  very 
disreputable  one,  and  discreditable  to  all  concerned,  but  especially  to  the  late 
Professor,  and  to  those  who  dispensed  the  Crown  patronage  in  Scotland  at  the 
period  to  which  I  allude  (1833.)  The  plain  and  unvarnished  state  of  the  case 
is  this:  a  rich  old  man  (an  octogenarian,  or  nearly  so),  in  whom  the  maxims 
of  philosophy  did  not  moderate  an  insatiable  desire  of  additional  wealth,  was 
permitted,  if  not  coaxed,  to  make  merchandise  of  a  medical  chair  then  in  the 
gift  of  the  Crown !  He  virtually  4  put  it  up’  for  sale,  and  4  knocked  it  down’ 
to  the  highest  bidder.  And  to  that  disgraceful  transaction  those  who  were 
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delegated  with  the  honourable  trust  of  filling  the  Regius  chairs  in  the  Scotch 
Universities  were  parties — parties  that  cruelly  disappointed  the  cherished  hopes 
of  at  least  one  admirably  qualified  aspirant  to  the  chair  in  question.” — So  far  as 
this  statement  concerns  myself,  I  should  not  think  it  required  any  attention ; 
but  as  it  throws  an  aspersion  upon  the  conduct  of  a  gentleman  who  is  the 
brightest  living  ornament  of  his  country,  and  who  has  ever  been  distinguished, 
above  all  things,  by  his  high  feeling  of  honour  in  the  discharge  of  public  duty — 
I  mean  Lord  Jeffrey,  who,  as  Lord  Advocate,  represented  the  Government  in 
Scotland  at  the  time  of  my  appointment  to  the  chair  of  Clinical  Surgery,  and 
through  whose  recommendation  I  received  my  commission  from  the  Crown — I 
beg  you  will  have  the  goodness  to  reprint  in  your  journal  an  extract  from  the 
‘  Refutation  of  some  mis-statements  respecting  the  University  of  Edinburgh,’ 
which  was  published  in  1834. 

44  The  only  other  mis-statements  that  require  to  be  noticed  are  those  respect¬ 
ing  the  chair  of  Clinical  Surgery,  the  appointment  to  which  that  took  place,  an 
the  resignation  of  the  former  Professor,  might  have  been  expected  to  be  pecu¬ 
liarly  agreeable  to  the  private  lecturers,  who  insist  so  much  upon  the  strength 
of  claims  resting  on  experience  and  success  in  teaching.  The  present  Professor 
was  a  private  lecturer  for  more  than  ten  years,  during  which  he  taught  ano- 
tomy,  surgery,  and  clinical  surgery.  It  is  well  known  that  his  surgical  class 
progressively  increased  until  the  institution  of  a  chair  of  systematic  surgery  in 
the  University,  and  had  exceeded  the  number  of  250,  which  was  more  than 
double  that  of  any  other  lecturer  on  the  same  subject  in  Edinburgh.  How  far 
he  succeeded  in  regard  to  clinical  surgery  appears  from  the  last  report  of  the 
Edinburgh  Surgical  Hospital,  in  which  it  is  stated,  that  during  the  four  years 
that  institution  existed,  he  contributed  to  its  support  L.1800,  the  chief  part  of 
which,  it  may  be  presumed,  was  derived  from  the  fees  of  pupils  attending  his 
clinical  lectures  on  the  cases  of  the  patients.  The  claims  just  mentioned  are  so 
strong  that  they  have  never  been  questioned;  but  it  has  nevertheless  been  com¬ 
plained  that  this  appointment  was  4  the  most  complete  of  all  jobs,’  on  the  grounds 
that  the  chair  4  was  allowed  to  be  sold  to  the  present  Professor;  and  that,  as  if 
to  enable  him  to  pay  the  price  of  the  purchased  chair  (either  two  or  three  hun¬ 
dred  pounds  a-year),  attendance  on  the  new  Professor’s  prelections  was  at  once 
rendered  imperative  on  students,’  while  the  merits  of  a  certain  4  master  surgeon’ 
were  overlooked,  4  he  having  refused  to  pay  the  bribe.’  The  best  reply  to  this 
statement  will  be  a  simple  relation  of  the  transaction  referred  to. 

44  The  former  professor,  Mr  Russell,  has  stated,  that  towards  the  end  of  the 
year  1831,  an  offer  was  made  to  him  on  the  part  of  Mr  Liston  of  L.300  a-year, 
on  condition  of  resigning  in  his  favour,  and  that  he  afterwards  had  several  meet¬ 
ings  with  him  (Mr  Liston),  when  they  ‘talked  over  the  proposal,  and  the  mode 
ox  carrying  it  into  execution.’  The  Professor  then  communicated  the  proposal 
to  his  professional  adviser,  who  informed  him  4  that  no  private  agreement  of  the 
kind  could  be  made,  as  there  was  an  Act  of  Parliament  voiding  any  appoint¬ 
ment  made  on  a  resignation  of  office,  if  the  terms  on  which  the  resignation  was 
made  were  not  specially  set  forth  in  the  new  commission.’  4  All  idea  of  a  pri¬ 
vate  agreement  was  therefore  abandoned.’  Thereafter  (in  October  1832)  the 
Professor  gave  in  a  petition  to  government,  praying  to  be  allowed  to  resign,  his 
successor  being  bound  to  pay  him  L.300  a-year  during  his  life,  in  consideration 
of  his  having  established  the  class,  having  taught  it  for  forty-six  years,  and  his 
being  in  the  eightieth  year  of  his  age.  As  soon  as  he  had  done  this,  he  showed 
Mr  Liston  a  copy  of  the  petition,  and  acquainted  some  other  gentlemen  who 
might  be  supposed  to  have  views  to  the  chair,  with  the  vacancy  that  was  likely 
to  take  place,  and  the  terms  on  which,  in  that  event,  it  would  be  supplied. 

44  Having  been  thus  fully  informed  as  to  the  state  of  the  affair,  Mr  Liston 
forwarded  an  application  to  Lord  Melbourne,  and  addressed  a  letter  to  the  Lord 
Advocate  in  recommendation  of  his  claims.  His  Lordship,  in  reply,  to  pre¬ 
vent  the  possibility  of  any  misapprehension  on  the  subject,  explained  that  there 
would  not  be  a  vacancy  4  unless  the  present  incumbent  is  allowed  to  retain  a 
share  of  the  emoluments,  not,  of  course,  by  any  private  arrangement  with  the 
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successor,  but  by  open  stipulation  in  the  appointment.’  This  letter  was  dated 
in  November  1832 j  the  appointment  did  not  take  place  until  Mai cli  I800,  and 
Mr  Liston  (although  in  full  knowledge  of  the  terms  on  which  alone  the 
office  could  be  obtained)  did  not  withdraw  his  application  to  Lord  Melbourne 
until  the  commission  of  the  new  Professor  arrived  in  Edinburgh.  So  much  for 
the  alleged  purchase  of  the  chair  of  Clinical  Surgery.  It  may  next  be  inquired 
how  far  it  is  true  that  the  class  was  made  imperative  to  enable  the  present  Pro¬ 
fessor  to  complete  the  engagement  to  his  predecessor. 

«  q'he  Report  of  the  University  Commissioners  recommended  that  attendance 
on  clinical  surgery  should  be  imperative  on  candidates  foi  the  degiee,  and  the 
former  Professor  repeatedly  brought  the  propriety  of  making  this  addition  to 
the  curriculum  under  the  consideration  of  the  Senatus  Acadeinicus.  In  the 
year  1825  clinical  surgery  was  constituted  one  of  the  optional  classes,  and  ap¬ 
plication  was  afterwards  made  by  the  late  Professor  to  the  1  ations  of  the  Uni¬ 
versity,  for  its  being  rendered  fully  imperative.  This  application  was  remitted 
to  the  Senatus,  who  reported,  so  lately  a£  November  1832,  that  they  did  not 
think  it  could  be  expediently  granted,  on  account  of  the  defective  provision  in 
regard  to  cases  for  the  subject  of  lecture  possessed  by  the  Professoi,  who,  bav¬ 
in  no  patients  in  the  Infirmary  under  his  own  charge,  lectuied  on  the  cases 
treated  by  other  surgeons.  The  present  Professor  having  been  piovided  with 
wards  in  the  Surgical  Hospital  of  the  Royal  Infirmary,  the  Senatus  Academi- 
cus,  at  the  recommendation  of  the  medical  faculty,  unanimously  added  clinical 
surgery  to  the  list  of  imperative  classes.” 

The  writer  in  the  71  ledicul  Times  further  remarks,.  u  The  act  depiecat- 
ed,  in  regard  to  the  appointment  of  a  Professor  to  the  cliaii  ^of  Clinical  Suigeiy 
in’the  University  of  Edinburgh,  I  say  again  was  a  disgraceful  one,  and  its  con¬ 
summation  a  reproach -to  those  who  were  entrusted  with  the  responsible  duty 
of  superintending  the  appointment  of  Professors  to  Regius  cliaiis.  JLeie  is, 
however,  good  reason  to  suppose  that  it  will  be  long  eie  such  eliicaneiy  be  again 
practised  in  the  disposal  of  a  Professorship  at  Edinbuigh  01  elsevheie  in  the 
Queen  of  England’s  dominions.” 

NoWj  in  recent  &s  well  &s  former  times,  tlie  Pcitions  licive,  on  v&iiqus  occa- 
sions,  appointed  Professors  under  arrangements  precisely  similar  to  the  one  here 
denounced  as  standing  alone  in  the  history  of  the.  University.  Since,  my  own 
appointment  the  chairs  of  Logic,  Practice  of  Physic,  Institutes  of  Medicine,  Ge¬ 
neral  Pathology,  and  Chemistry,  have  been  vacated  by  the  respective  occupants 
on  condition  of  receiving  from  their,  successors  allowances  of  from  L.100  to 
L.300  a-year.  Notwithstanding  these  encumbrances  there  have  been  contests 
by  candidates  of  acknowledged  excellence,  and  those  who  proved  successful 
were  never,  so  far  as  I  know,  charged  with  obtaining  their  preferment  by  pur¬ 
chase”  or  u  chicanery.”  I  am,  Sir,  your  most  obedient  servant, 

James  Syme, 

Professor  of  Clinical  Surgery 

Charlotte  Square,  29th  October  1845.  in  the  University  of  Edinburgh. 

(From  the  Lancet.) 

To  the  Editor  of  the  Lancet. 

Sir, — You  will  oblige  me  much  by  giving  insertion  to  the  following  note, 
which  I  have  considered  necessary  to  send  to  the  1 Medical  Gazette ,  in  answer 
to  a  statement  inserted  in  the  number  of  that  Journal  for  the  21st  instant. — I 
am.  Sir,  your  obedient  servant,  Robert  Liston. 

Clifford  Street,  Nov.  21,  1845. 

To  the  Editor  of  the  Medical  Gazette. 

Sir, — I  beg  to  say  that  the  statement  made  by  the  late  Professor  Russell  of 
Edinburgh,  and  republished  in  your  last  Number,  by  Professor  Syme,  that  an 
offer  to  purchase  the  Chair  of  Clinical  Surgery  was  made  on  my  part,  is  utter¬ 
ly  false. 

The  assertion  was  contradicted  by  me  in  the  public  journals  of  the  period, 
and  Mr  Syme  knows  that  to  be  the  case.— 1  am  Sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

Clifford  Street,  Nov.  21,  1845.  Robert  Liston. 
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In  reply  to  this  rude  attack  upon  Mr  Russell’s  veracity,  I  addressed  the  fol¬ 
lowing  letter,  with  a  correspondence  that  had  taken  place  at  the  time,  between 
Mr  Russell  and  Mr  Liston  on  the  subject,  to  the  Editor  of  the  Medical  Gazette 
who  declined  to  admit  it.  The  Lancet  also ,  though  it  had  published  Mr  Liston’s 
assertion  of  his  own  accuracy,  as  superior  to  that  of  Mr  Russell’s,  has  not  in¬ 
serted  the  correspondence,  which  was  requisite  to  show  how  far  the  statements 
impugned  admitted  of  being  set  aside  by  a  simple  denial. 

Mr  Slime  to  the  Editor  of  the  Medical  Gazette. 

Sir, — The  last  appointment  to  the  chair  of  Clinical  Surgery  excited  more  than 
usual  interest,  on  account  of  the  effect  anticipated  from  it,  not  only  in  regard  to 
the  individual  who  might  be  chosen  as  professor,  but  also  upon  the  prosperity  of 
the  medical  school.  The  original  incumbent  having  no  patients  under  his  own 
charge  in  the  Royal  Infirmary,  lectured  upon  the  cases  of  the  different  ordi¬ 
nary  surgeons,  who  were  successively  appointed  for  the  established  period  of 
limited  service;  and,  consequently,  gave  his  instructions  more  of  a  systematic 
than  clinical  form.  But  it  was  understood  that  the  new  professor  would  have 
wards  assigned  to  his  department,  and  that  he  should  thus  not  only  be  enabled  to 
give  a  more  efficient  course,  but  also  possess  the  unprecedented  position  in  the 
hospital  of  a  'permanently  acting  surgeon.  It  is,  therefore,  not  surprising  that 
my  election  occasioned  disappointment  in  other  quarters,  and  that  this  feeling 
led  to  acrimonious  remarks.  But  nearly  thirteen  years  having  elapsed,  and 
the  animosities  so  excited  having  subsided  into  quiet,  it  is  certainly  vexatious 
that  the  meddling  interference  of  a  restless  spirit  should  have  raked  up  the  ex¬ 
piring  embers  of  this  ancient  feud,  and  again  fanned  them  into  a  flame.  It  was 
quite  impossible  for  me  to  remain  silent — and  I  trust  that  what  has  been  said 
will  protect  me  for  the  future  from  hearing  any  more  as  to  the  “purchase”  of 
the  clinical  chair.  I  should  now  gladly  take  leave  of  the  subject;  but  as  Mr 
Liston  has  considered  it  necessary  to  deny  the  accuracy  of  Mr  Russell’s  state¬ 
ment  in  regard  to  a  minor  point,  not  at  all  affecting  me,  and  entirely  relating 
to  his  own  share  of  the  transaction  in  question,  I  must,  in  justice  to  the  me¬ 
mory  of  a  distinguished  member  of  the  profession,  beg  that  you  will  insert  the 
following  correspondence,  upon  which  I  would  merely  remark,  that  in  the  choice 
between  conflicting  testimony,  proceeding  from  sources  estimated  of  equal  value, 
it  is  usual  to  prefer  what  is  positive ,  to  that  which  is  only  negative. — I  am,  Sir, 
yours,  James  Syme. 

Mr  Russell  to  Mr  Liston. 

Edinburgh,  5th  April  1833. 

Sir, — I  was  surprised  to  see  it  stated  in  a  letter  from  you  to  Sir  James  Gib¬ 
son  Craig,  that  you  had  never  authorised  any  person  to  say  that  you  had  been 
willing  to  pay  me  L.800  a-year  on  your  being  named  my  successor. 

Towards  the  end  of  the  year  1831,  Sir  Robert  Liston  came  to  me  at  the  In¬ 
firmary,  and  said  that  he  had  come,  at  your  desire,  to  ask  if  I  would  resign  my 
Professorship  in  your  favour.  I  had  never  before  thought  of  doing  so;  but  I 
said,  that,  on  proper  terms,  I  would  be  inclined  to  resign.  Sir  Robert  mention¬ 
ed  L.300  a-year  for  my  life,  to  which  I  agreed.  I  afterwards  had  several  meet¬ 
ings  with  you,  when  we  talked  over  the  proposal,  and  the  mode  of  carrying  it 
into  execution.  You  never  gave  the  most  remote  hint  that  you  disapproved  of 
the  terms  Sir  Robert  Liston  had  proposed.  On  the  contrary,  the  whole  tenor 
of  what  passed  was  a  complete  approbation  of  them. 

I  then  communicated  the  proposal  to  my  professional  adviser,  Sir  James 
Gibson  Craig,  who  informed  me  that  no  private  agreement  of  the  kind  could 
be  made,  as  there  was  an  Act  of  Parliament,  voiding  my  appointment  made  on 
a  resignation  of  office,  if  the  terms  on  which  the  resignation  was  made  were 
not  specially  set  forth  in  the  new  commission.  All  idea  of  a  private  agreement 
was  therefore  abandoned. 
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I  then  wished  to  have  you  appointed  my  assistant  and  successor,  but  this 
could  not  be  accomplished. 

Thereafter  I  gave  in  a  petition,  praying  to  be  allowed  to  resign,  my  successor 
being  bound  to  pay  me  L.300  a-year  during  my  life,  in  consideration  of  my 
having  established  the  class, — having  taught  it  for  forty-six  years,  and  my  be¬ 
ing  in  the  80th  year  of  my  age.  As  soon  as  I  gave  in  the  petition,  I  showed 
you  a  copy  of  it,  when  you  said,  very  vaguely,  you  did  not  recollect  the  terms 
on  which  it  had  been  proposed  that  I  should  resign. 

You  admit  that  you  know  that  Sir  Robert  Liston  was  in  “  communication 
with  me  on  the  subject  of  my  retiring  from  the  Professorship;”  but  you  are 
silent  as  to  the  terms  of  the  communication. 

I  should  wish  you  to  be  specific  on  this  point.  Did  you  expect  that  I  was 
to  resign  in  your  favour  the  salary  of  L.100  a-year,  and  the  perquisites  of  the 
class,  of  which  I  was  in  the  full  possession,  without  any  consideration  ? — I  am, 
Sir,  your  most  obedient  servant,  James  Russell. 

R.  Liston,  Esq. 

Mr  Liston  to  Mr  Russell. 

99,  George  Street,  April  5,  1833. 

Sir, — The  statement  contained  in  my  letter  to  Sir  James  Gibson  Craig  is 
literally  correct.  Unfortunately,  Sir  Robert  Liston  is,  as  you  know,  not  in  a 
situation  to  be  referred  to  in  any  matter  of  business,  otherwise  he  must  have 
been  able  to  contradict  the  extraordinary  allegation  that  lie  had  ever  commun¬ 
icated  to  you,  under  my  authority  or  with  mj’’  knowledge,  that  I  was  willing 
to  make  you  an  allowance  of  L.300  a-year.  I  observe  you  do  not  say  that  I 
ever  directly  made  any  such  statement  to  you,  myself;  and  it  is  not  true  that 
you  ever  mentioned  to  me  that  Sir  Robert  had  done  so  on  my  behalf,  or  that 
any  such  proposal  was  the  subject  of  conversation  between  us.  I  am  in  no 
way  responsible  for  any  erroneous  inference  which  you  may  have  drawn,  or 
for  the  expectations  formed  by  you. 

I  know  nothing  of  the  communications  you  may  have  made  to  Sir  James 
Gibson  Craig,  and  I  am  much  surprised  at  the  remark,  that  all  idea  of  a  pri¬ 
vate  agreement  was  abandoned,  because  it  was  necessary  to  set  forth  the  terms 
of  that  agreement  in  the  new  commission;  seeing  that  in  consequence  of  the 
arrangement  which  has  now  been  concluded  with  Mr  Syme,  the  appointment 
has  taken  place  under  a  commission;  setting  forth,  as  I  understand,  an  arrange¬ 
ment  of  precisely  the  same  import, 

I  never  before  heard  of  your  wish  to  have  me  appointed  your  assistant  and  suc¬ 
cessor,  and  I  know  no  reason  why  this  could  not  have  been  accomplished,  had 
the  desire  been  mutually  entertained. 

I  remember  that  you  showed  me  the  petition  to  which  you  refer,  and  I  must 
take  the  liberty  of  reminding  you,  that  both  on  that  occasion,  and  on  another 
soon  after,  I  most  distinctly  stated  to  you,  that  I  would  not  accede  to  the 
terms  proposed,  nor  to  any  terms  whatever,  without  the  sanction  of  the  Mana¬ 
gers  of  the  Royal  Infirmary. — I  am,  Sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

(Signed)  Robert  Liston. 

James  Russell,  Esq. 

Mr  Russell  to  Mr  Liston. 

Edinburgh,  6th  April  1833. 

Sir, — I  have  received  your  letter  of  yesterday,  in  which  you  take  no  notice 
of  my  request  that  you  would  explicitly  state  the  terms  of  the  communication 
which  you  authorised  Sir  Robert  Liston  to  make  to  me;  although,  from  what 
you  say  in  it,  I  must  conclude  that  you  would  not  have  objected  to  the  terms, 
had  you  received  the  sanction  of  the  Managers  of  the  Royal  Infirmary. 

I  am  very  unwilling  to  continue  a  correspondence  which  must  be  disagree¬ 
able  to  you  as” well  as  to  me;  but  I  must  say,  that  I  cannot  be  mistaken  as  to 
what  passed  both  with  Sir  Robert  Liston  and  yourself.  How  can  it  be  sup¬ 
posed,  that,  if  the  proposal  had  not  been  made  by  Sir  Robert,  and  agreed  to  by 
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you,  I  should  have  gone  to  Sir  James  Gibson  Craig,  to  consult  him  as  to  what 
was  necessary  to  be  done  for  securing  my  interest? 

You  seem  to  insinuate  that  I  made  a  private  agreement  with  Mr  Syme.  I 
made  no  agreement  with  him  of  any  kind.  I  gave  in  my  resignation  under  the 
condition  of  my  successor,  whoever  he  might  be,  (Mr  Syme  was  never  named 
in  it,)  paying  me  L.300  a- year  for  my  life.  The  Lord  Advocate  made  you 
aware,  by  his  letter,  that  there  would  be  no  vacancy,  except  on  the  condition 
of  my  receiving  a  certain  annual  sum,  and  that  he  had  forwarded  an  application 
by  Mr  Syme  for  the  office.  You  and,  I  believe,  another,  also  applied;  and,  af¬ 
ter  the  fullest  consideration  of  the  claims  of  all,  his  Majesty  was  ad vised  to  ap¬ 
point  Mr  Syme.  I  in  no  way  recommended  Mr  Svme,  and  for  his  appointment 
I  can  neither  be  praised  nor  blamed. — Sir,  your  obedient  Servant, 

(Signed)  James  Russell. 

I  understand  you  have  said  that  your  desire  was  to  put  an  end  to  the  pro¬ 
fessorship  altogether.  How  can  you' reconcile  this  with  your  anxious  exertions 
to  secure  it  for  yourself? 

Robert  Liston,  Esq. 

i 

Mr  Liston  to  Mr  Russell. 

99,  George  Street,  April  6,  1883. 

gIR)_j  am  surprised  that  you  persist  in  a  correspondence  which,  I  think, 
was  originally  uncalled  for  on  your  part. 

I  beg  to  repeat,  that  I  never  authorised  Sir  Robert  Liston  to  make  any  offer 
to  you  of  the  description  to  which  alone  the  communications  betwixt  Sir  James 
Gibson  Craig  and  me  relate,  nor  do  I  believe  that  Sir  Robert  ever  made  any 
proposal  of  the  nature  referred  to. 

I  decline  entering  into  any  argument  on  the  subject,  but  I  cannot  allow  the 
inference  which  you  have  been  pleased  to  draw,  from  what  I  stated  as  to  the 
managers  of  the  Royal  Infirmary,  to  pass  unnoticed.  I  know  that  the  inference 
is  unfounded,  and  I  am  confident  that  these  highly  respectable  gentlemen  never 
would  have  given  their  sanction  to  an  arrangement  so  injurious  to  the  interests 
of  the  public  and  the  Medical  School  of  Edinburgh,  however  profitable  to  you 
individually. 

I  feel  convinced,  that  no  candid  person  can  come  to  the  conclusion,  that  the 
present  appointment  has  been  carried  through,  after  fair  and  open  competition. 
The  statement  in  the  newspapers,  which  led  to  this  unpleasant  altercation,  was 
obviously  intended  to  induce  the  public  to  believe  that  this  had  been  the  case; 
but,  as  I  have  already  shown,  that,  in  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  that  statement 
was  entirely  false,  I  beg  you  may  understand  the  correspondence  to  be  now 
closed  on  ray  part. — I  am,  Sir,  your  obedient  Servant, 

(Signed)  Robert  Liston. 

James  Russell,  Esq. 

I  abstain  from  any  comment  upon  these  letters;  and  leave  the  reader  to  de¬ 
termine,  whether  the  discrepancies  of  their  statements  should  be  attributed  to 
groundless  fabrication,  without  any  semblance  of  object,  by  a  shrewd  old  man  of 
proverbial  accuracy  and  caution — or  to  the  hazy  recollection  <5f  a  disappointed 
candidate — who  found  the  charge  he  had  attempted  to  fasten  on  his  success¬ 
ful  rival,  recoil  upon  himself  ;  but  I  may  remark,  that  at  the  time  of  the  trans¬ 
action  in  question,  between  Mr  Russell  and  Mr  Liston,  they  were  in  daily  com¬ 
munication  at  the  Royal  Infirmary,  where  they  lectured  together,  and  divided 
the  fees  of  their  courses;  while  I  taught  clinical  surgery,  in  my  own  hospital  of 
Minto  House,  in  opposition  to  them,  and  had  not  had  any  communication  with 
Mr  Russell  directly  or  indirectly  for  several  years. —I  am,  Sir,  yours, 

James  Syme. 

Charlotte  Square,  20th  Nov.  1845. 


